“ These were more noble than those of Thessalonica, in that they received the Woun, with 
all readiness of mind, and searched the Scriptures duily, whether those things were so.”— 
“ Prove all things; hold fast that which is good.”—Acrts, xvii. 11. 1 Tues: v. 21. 


— —— 


Vor.L] WILMINGTON, DEL., DECEMBER 7, 1824. [No. 19: 


Printen BY MENDENHALL & WALTERS, No. 81, Manket-STreer. 


SLAVERY. 


Further extracts from a pamphlet, entitled, 
| “Immediate, not gradual, abolition of Sla- 
very, inthe West Indies ”’—Lon von, 1824, 


“The great apostle of the Gentiles de- 
clared, that he would ‘eat no fiesh whilst 
the world stood, rather than make his bro- 
ther to offend.” Do you make a similar re- 
solutian respecting West Indian produce. 
Let your resolution be made conscientious- 
ly, and kept inviolably ;—let no plausible ar- 
guments which may be urged against from 


without—no solicitations of appetite, from || 


within, move you from your purpose,—and 
in the course of a few months, slavery in the 
British dominions will be annihilated. 

* ¢ Yes, (it may be said) if a// would unite 
in such a resolution—but what can the ab- 
stinence of afew individuals, or a few fami- 
lies do, towards the accomplishment of so 
vast an object” It candowonders. Great 
effects often result from small beginnings. 
Your resolution will influence that of your 
friends and neighbours;—each of them will, 
in hike manner, influence their friends and 
neighbours;—the example will spread from 
house to house—from city to city,—till, 
among those who have any claim to humani- 
fy, there will be but one heart, and one 
mind,—one resolution,—one uniform prac- 
tice. Thus, by means the most simple and 
easy, would West Indian slavery be most 
safely and speedily abolished. 

“ But (it will be objected) it is not an im- 
mediate, but a gradual emancipation, which 
the most enlightened and judicious friends 
of humanity call for, as a measure best cal- 
culated in their judgment, to promote the 
real interests of the slave, as well as his mas- 
ter: the former, not being in a condition to 
make a right use of his freedom, were it 
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suddenly restored to him.’ This, it must 
be admitted, appears not only the general, 
but the most universal sentiment of the abo- 
litionists—to oppose it therefore, may seem 
a most presumptuous, as well as hopeless 
attempt. But truth and justice are stubborn 
and inflexible;—they yield neither to num- 
bers or authority. 

“The history of emancipation in St. Do- 
mingo, and of the conduct of the emancipa- 
ted slaves for thirty years subsequent to that 
event, (as detailed in Clarkson’s admirable 
pamphlet, on the necessity of improving the 
condition of West Indian slaves,) is a com- 
plete refutation of all the elaborate argue 
ments which have been artfully advanced 
to discredit the design of immediate emanci- 
pation. No instance has been recorded in 
these important annals, of the emancipated 
slaves (not the gradually, but the immedi- 
ately emancipated slaves) having abused 
their freedom. On the contrary, it is fre- 
quently asserted in the course of the narra- 
tive, that the negroes continued to work 
upon all the plantations as quietly as before 
emancipation. Through the whole of Clark- 
son’s diligent and candid investigations of 
the conduct of emancipated slaves, compri- 
sing a body of more than 500,000 persons— 
under a great variety of circumstances,—a 
considerable proportion of whom had been 
suddenly emancipated—with all the vicious 
habits of slavery upon them: many of them 
accustomed to the use of arms: he has not 
throughout this vast mass of emancipated 
slaves, found a single instance of bad beha- 
viour; not even a refusal to work, or of dis- 
ebedience to orders; much less, had he 
heard of frightful massacres, or of revenge 
for past injuries, even when they had it am- 


volent and indefatigable abolitionist arrive 


at the conclusion, “that emancipation (wlty 


ply in their power. Well might this bene. © 
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did he not say immediate emancipation?) 


without danger. 
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was not only practicable, but practicable 
All the frightful massa- 
cres and conflagrations, which tock place 
in St. Domingo, in 1791 and 1792, occurred 


‘during the days of slavery. They origina- 
- ted too, not with the slaves, but with the 


white and coloured planters,—between the 
royalists, and the revolutionists, who, for 
purposes of mutual vengeance, called in the 
aid of the slaves. Colonel Malenfant, in his 


history of the emancipation, written during 


his residence in St. Domingo, ridicules the 
notion that the negroes would not work with- 
out compulsion,—and asserts that in one 
plantation, more immediately under his own 
observation, on which more than four hun- 
dred negroes were employed, not one in the 


number refused to werk after their emanci- 


pation. 
“In the face of such a body of evidence, 


the detaining our West Indian slaves in bon- 
dage, is a continued acting of the same 
atrocious injustice which first kidnapped 
and tore them from their kindred and native 
soil, and robbed them of that sacred unali- 
enable right, which no considerations, how 
plausible soever, can justify the withhold- 
ing. 

We have noright, on any pretext of ex- 
pedience or pretended humanity, to say— 
‘because you have been made a slave, and 
thereby degraded and debased, therefore I 
will continue to hold you in bondage until 
you have acquired a capacity to make a 
right use of your liberty.’ As well might 
you say toa poor wretch, gasping and lan- 
guishing in a pest house, ‘here willl keep 
you, till I have given you the capacity for 
the enjoyment of pure air.’ You admit that 
the vices of the slave, as well as his mise- 
ries,—his intellectual and moral, as well as 
corporeal degradation, are consequent on 
his slavery ;—remove the cause then, andthe 
effect will cease. Give the slave his liberty, 
—in the sacred name of justice, give it him 
at once. Whilst you hold him in bondage, 
he will profit little by your plans of amelio- 
ration. He has not, by all his complicated 
injuries and debasements, been disinherited 
of his sagacity;—this will teach him to give 


‘no credit to your admonitory lessons—your 


@hristian instructions will be lost upon him, 
§0 long as he both knows and feels that his 


instructors are grossly sip ti their own 
lessons. 

“The enemies of slavery nate hitherto 
ruined their cause, by the senseless cry of 
gradual emancipation. It is marvellous that 
the wise and good, should have suffered 
themselves to have been imposed upon, by 
this wily artifice of the slaveholder—for with 
him must the project of gradual emanci- 
pation have first originated. . The slave 
holder knew very well, that his prey would 
be secure, so long as the abolitionist could 
be cajoled into a demand for gradual instead 
of immediate abolition. He knew very well 
that the contemplation of a gradual emanci- 
pation, would beget a gradual indifference 
to emancipation itself. He knew very well, 
that even the wise and good may, by habit 
and familiarity, be brought to endure and 
tolerate almost anything. He had caught 
the poet’s idea, that— 


‘Vice is a monster of such frightful mien, 

* As to be hated, need but to be seen; 

‘ But, seen too oft, with her face, 
‘We first endure, then pity, then embrace.’ 


He caught the idea, and knew how to turn 
it to advantage.—He knew very well, that 
the faithful delineation of the horrors of 
West Indian slavery, would produce such 
a general insurrection of sympathetic and 
indignant feeling—such abhorrence of the 
oppressor—such compassion for the op- 
pressed,—as must soon have been fatal te 
the whole system. He knew very well, that 
a strong moral fermentation had begun, 
which, had it gone forward, must soon have 
purified’ the nation from this foulest of her 
corruptions;—that the cries of the people 
for emancipation, would have been too unan- 
imous, and too importunate for the govern- 
ment to resist, and that slavery would, long 
ago, have been exterminated throughout 
the British dominions. Our example might 
have spread from kingdom to kingdom,— 
from continent to continent,—and the slave 
trade and slavery might, by this time, have 
been abolished—all the world over.—“ A 
sacrifice of a sweet savour,’ might have as- 
cended to the Parent of the universe;—’ His 
kingdom (might have) come, and his will 
(thus far) have been done on earth, as it is 
in Heaven.’ 

“But this crapvaz has been 
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the grand marplot of human virtue and hap- 
piness:—the very master piece of satanic 
policy. By converting the cry for immedi- 
ate, into gradual emancipation, the prince 
of slave holders, ‘transformed himself with 
astonishing dexterity, into an angel of light,’ 
—and thereby ‘deceived the very elect.’ 
He saw very clearly that if public justice 
‘and humanity; especially, if Christian jus- 
tice and humanity, could be brought to de- 
mand only a gradual extermination of the 
enormities of the slave system:—if they 
could be brought to acquiesce, but for one 
year, or for one month, in the slavery of an 
African brother—in rebbing him of all the 
rights of humanity;—and degrading him to a 
level with the brutes:—that then they could 
imperceptibly be brought to acquiesce in 
all this for an unlimited duration. He saw 
very clearly, that the time for the extermi- 
nation of slavery, was precisely that, when 
its horrid impiety and enormity were first 
distinctly known and strongly felt. He knew 
that every moment’s unnecessary delay, be- 
tween the discovery of an imperious duty, 
and the setting earnestly about its accom- 
plishment, was dangerous, if not fatal to suc- 
cess. He knew that strong excitement was 
necessary to strong effort;—that intense 
feeling was necessary to stimulate intense 
exertion;—that as strong excitement and in- 
tense feeling are generally transient, in pro- 
portion to their strength and intensity,—the 
most effectual way of crushing a great and 
virtuous enterprise, was to gain time—to 
defer it to “‘a more convenient scason,” 


when the zeal and ardour of the first con- 
victions of duty had subsided:—when our | 
sympathies had become languid:—when | 
considerations of the difficulties and hazards | 

efthe enterprize, the solicitations of ease 
and indulgence should have chilled the | 
warm glow of humanity,—quenched the 
fervid heroism of virtue:—when familiarity | 
with relations of violence and outrage, crimes, | 

and miseries, should have abated the horror | 


ef their first impression, and at length in- | 


duced indifference. 

* The father of lies, the grand artificer of | 
fraud and imposture transformed himself. 
therefore, on this occasion, pre-eminently | 
*‘into an angel of light”—and deceived, | 
not the unwary only, the unsuspecting mul- | 
titude—but the wise and the good, by the 


plausibility, the apparent force, the justice, 
and above all, by the humanity of the argu- 
ments propounded for gradual emancipa- 
tion. He is the subtlest of all reasoners, 
the most ingenious of all sophists, the most 
eloquent of all declaimers.—He, above all 
other advocates, ‘can make the worst ap- 
pear the better argument;” can most effect- 
ually pervert the judgment and blind the 
understanding,—whilst they seem to be 
most enlightened and rectified. Thus, by 
a train of most exquisite reasoning he has 
brought the abolitionists to the conclusion,—~ 
that the interest of the poor degraded and 
oppressed slave as well as that of his master, 
will be best secured. by his remaining in sla- 
very. It has indeed been proposed to miti- 
gate, in some degree, the miseries of his 
interminable bondage, but the blessings of 
emancipation, according to the propositions 
of the abolitionists in the last session of Par- 
liament, were to’ be reserved for his pos- 
terity alone,—and every idea of immediate 
emancipation is still represented, not only 
as impolitic, enthusiastic, and visionary, but 
as highly injurious to the slave himself— 
anda train of supposed apt illustrations is 
continually at hand to expose the absurdity 
of such a project. * Whe (it is asked) 
would place a sumptuous banquet before a 
half famished wretch, while his powers of 
digestion were so feeble that it would be 
fatal to partake of it-—-Who would bring a 
body benumbed and half frozen with cold, 
into sudden contact with fervid heat’—Who 
take a poor captive from his dun- 


| geon, where he had been immured whole 


| years, in total darkness, and bring him at 
once into the dazzling light of a meridian 
sun? No one inhis senses, certainly. All 
these transitions from famine to plenty,— 
from cold to heat,—from darkness to light, 


| must be gradual, in order to be salutary.” 


But must it therefore follow, by any induc- 
tions of common sense, that emancipation 
out of the gripe of a robber or an assassin, 
out ofthe jaws of ashark or a tyger, must 
be gradual? Must it, therefore, follow, that 


| the wretched victim of slavery, must always 


remain in slavery’—that emancipation must 
be so gradual, that the blessings of freedom 
shall never be tasted by him who has en- 
dured all the curses of slavery, but slrall be 
reserved for his post¢rity alon@ 
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«“ There is something unnatural, something 
revolting to the common sense of justice in 
reserving all the sweets of freedom for those 
who have never tasted the bitter cup of bon- 
dage,—in dooming those who have once 
been compelled to drink it, to drain it to the 
very dregs. Common equity demands that 
relief should be administered first to those 
who have suffered most;—that the healing 
balm of mercy should be imparted first to 
those who have smarted most under the 
tod of oppression: that those who have 
borne the galling yoke of slavery should 
first experience the blessings of liberty. 
The cause of emancipation loses mone than 
half its interest, when the public sympathy 
is diverted from its natural channel,—turn- 
ed from the diving victims of colonial bon- 
dage, to their unborn progeny.” 


SPIRIT OF. 
‘RELIGIOUS PUBLICATIONS, 
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FOR THE BEREAN. 
-GURNEY’S LETTER. 


An implicit faith has ever been the con- 
sequence of ignorance, idleness and fear, 
being strong impediments to a judicious in- 
quiry, how far professed and imposed opin- 
ions have their consistency with reason and 
the true religion.” —Penn. 


A writer in the last number of the Berean, 
over the signature of “Fox,” defends the 
doctrines contained in Gurney’s letter, or 
attempts to identify them with those of the 
primitive Quakers. I will make a few brief 
remarks on this communication, before I 
proceed to the main object of this essay. 

The quotations made by “ Fox,” come 
very short of proving that the writers from 
which they are extracted, really believed 
and taught that there were distinctions in 
the divine nature. On the contrary, they 
held that the operating principle, viz. di- 
vine, internal light, grace, or the holy spi- 
rit, or by whatever name it may be desig- 
nated, was one in all respects, and the same 
in “nature” with the Source from which it 
flows. But they did believe, that in its 
eperations or effects, it is different in differ- 


~ 


same person: just asthe beams of the natu- 
ral sun produce various and opposite effects 
on different kinds of matter. Thus the 
same rays that soften wax, harden clay.— 
Swecten the pulp of the full grown fruit 
but turn vinegar more sour.—Expand the 
growing foliage, but scorch the separated 
branch. In short, they recognized no “ dis- 
tinction” in the “nature” of the “three that . 
bear record in heaven.”—* There are many 
names, [says Pennington,] but the thing is 
onr”’—the same in the repenting sinner, 
as in the perfect saint; and in the one tal- 
ented the'same, as in Curist the fulness of 
all.—Always and every where the same in 
its “nature,” however different in measure 
and administration, and operation—* Now 
{says the apostle] there are diversities of 
gifts, but the same spirit: and there are dif- 
ferences of administrations, but the same 
Lord, and there are diversities of operations, 
but it is the same God which worketh all in 
all.”"—“ He who hath anointed us”—* One 
God and Father of all, who is above all, and 
through all, and in you ail’’—* Christ in 
you, the hope of glory”—“the Comforter, 
[says Jesus,] which is the Holy Ghost,” and 
which leadeth “into all truth.” 

In addition to the quotations which I gave 
from Fox and Pennington, in relation to this 
subject, I will now add the following: 

“It is the grace and virtue which comes 
from the Creator, who is also the Redeemer, 
which indeed doth all’”—God is ail in re- 
demption; God doth ail therein, as fully as 


| in creation, (it isa new creation,) even the 


whole work thereof”—* There is a three- 
fold state of man, wherein the grace of God 
visits him; the Gentile state, the Jew state, 
and the Gospel state”—* now in all these, 
the law, the light, the life, the wisdom, the 
power ts one and the same; but the adminis- 
trations are different.”” Pennington’s works, 
Lond. 1761, pp. 526-7. 

_ “ The seed in both covenants is the same. 
It is the same Christ by which Adam stood 
before the fall, and which was the promised 
seed after the fall. The light of both the 
covenants is the same, even the eternal light 
of the spirit. The life and power is the 
same, even the life and power of the spirit.” 
Ibid. p. 650. 

“Christ is not distinct from the Father, 


ent persons, and in different sfatts ef the Himes Sooke the Fathet is 
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in him, and he is in the Father; and the Fa- 
‘ther and the Son dwell in the saints.”— 
Great Mystery. Lond. 1659. p. 142. 
_ God is a spirit, and he dwells in his 
saints, and the heaven of heavens cannot 
' contain him; in him we live, and move, and 
have our being; who is in all, and through 
all, and over all, God blessed forever. And 
the spirit of the Father speaks in the saints, 
and he makes his abode with them; and the 
saints have fellowship with the Father, and 
the Son, so nor pistinct.” Ibid. 174. 
“God was in Christ, and. they are one; 
the Creator, the Father, in the Son, and 
the Son im the Father, and Christ in you, 
and God in Christ, the Creator and maker 
of all things; and God will dwell in the 
saints.” Ibid. 289. 


“The Son is one, and in unity with the 
Father, and not distinct, but equal, and 
thought it not robbery: the Holy Ghost is 
in unity with the Son, and the Father, 
which proceed from them, and they are one 
m unity, and not distinct. Thy doctrine is 
dross, and you priests are not fit to judge in 
such things as these; they are too weighty, 
and too heavy for you.” Answer to Priest 
Ferguson, p. 293. 

“‘Thou knowest not him that is in the 
Father, and the Father in him, glorified 
with the Father before the world began: 
and the Scriptures do not tell people of a 
trinity, nor three persons; but the common 
prayer-mass-book speaks of three persons 
brought in by thy father the Pope; and 
the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, were al- 
ways one.”* Answer to Christopher Wade, 
246. 

“ The word, nor t+ *-sipture, do not tell 
us of three distinct ins, but it tells of 
Father, and of Son,~ Holy Ghost, but 
indeed, as I said befor, the Pope’s canon- 
book, and mass-book, dv'so; for the Holy 
Ghost is not distinct from the Son, and the 
Son is not distinct from the Father, but they 
are all in one.” Answer to John Frederick, 
p- 355. 


* The author is here speaking of Christ 
asthe Word, who was with God and was God, 
from everlasting; and not as Christ when 
made flesh, or rather clothed with flesh; for 
in the latter capacity Christ himself declares 
“My Father is greater than I.” 


God the Creator, and Christ the Saviour, 


mighty and eternal God.”—JV¥m. Penn. 
Christ was “God manifest in the flesh? — 
He was “the power of God, and the wis- 
dom of God”—He was “Emanuel, God 
with us”—and “the only wise God, our Sa 
viour.” New Testument. 


Leaving this part of the subject for the 


present, I now return to the letter under 


review. In my last essay, it was briefly sta- 
ted in what light the author had set forth 
the Scriptures—that he had declared them 
to be to us, a revelation of the will of God— 
the divine law, wherein the way-faring man, 
though a fool, cannot err—that they contain 
all the truths of Christianity, and that by 
them, our knowledge of God is completed, 
&c. Iintroduce in this place, a few queta- 
tions from Fox and Pennington, in order 
that the reader may compare their senti- 
ments on this subject with those centained 
in the “ Letter.” 


“John did not say the declaration was the 
Word, but said in his declaration, God was 
the Word”—* so that which was from the 
beginning, with the Father, was before pa» 
per, and ink, and writings’”—“and_ this is 
the word of faith which they [the apostles] 
preached, and for preaching this word of 
faith were they persecuted, by those who hag 
the writings’—“ The Jews were envious 
who had the Scriptures, but did not know 
the Word that Paul preached;—as they now 
that have the writings, and know not the 
Word, but put the writings. for the Word.” 
Fo2’s Doctrinals, p. 67, 68. 


| “The Pharisees knew not God and Christ; 
' who had the Scriptures, and had not life 
until they came to Christ, the Scripture 
| speaks of: and many things the Spirit did 
reveal which was not written in the Scrip- 
tures’ —“ Many may have the Scriptures 
and not know Christ; they will not give the 
knowledge of Christ: that which comes from 
him and shines in the heart, doth give the 
knowledge of Christ the light; the Jews 
\ had the Scriptures, but had not the know- 
ledge of Christ.” Great Mystery, 306, 245. 
“They that had not Scripture, had faith, 


had the Holy Ghost, had the Father, knew 


| the Father; knew Christ, knew the Spirit.” 
4 “Many haye the Scriptures, but deny the 


| are “ the same one, holy, just, merciful, al- 
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power of God, which is the Gospel.” Ibid. 
256; 
*¢ There is none knows Christ within, but 
he knows him without, the same yesterday, 
to-day, and forever; and there is none 
knows him but they know him within re- 
vealed of the Father, which is beyond flesh 
and blood.” —“ The light that doth enlight- 
en every man that cometh into the world, 
which is Christ Jesus, is the teacher, and he 
that believes in it receives Christ.” Ib. 217, 


188. “There is none knows Christ nor his 


sufferings, but by the spirit of God within.” 
Ib. 142. “The Seriptures cannot give a 
knowledge of the Saviour.” Jb.140. “The 
spirit and the life are not in the Scriptures, 
but was in them that gave themforth. The 


devil may get Scripture, and therefore hath 


he spirit and life?” Jb. 224. . 

“The Pharisees formerly, and Christians 
Since search the Scriptures, but do not 
come to Christ for the life, but stick in the 
letter of the Scriptures, and oppose the life 
with the letter, keeping themselves from 


the life, by their wisdom and knowledge 


in the letter. "Thus they put the Scriptures 
into the place of Christ.” Pennington’s 
Works, p. 10- 

“The light of God’s spirit is a certain and 
infallible rule, whereas man’s understanding 
of the Scriptures is uncertain and fallible— 
he hath gathered a dry, literal, husky know- 
ledge out of the Scriptures, and that he can 
relish.’—“ Men run to the Scriptures with 
that understanding which is out of the truth, 
and which never shall be let into the truth; 
and so not being able to reach and compre- 
hend the truth as it is, they study, they in- 
vent, they imagine a meaning; they form a 
likeness, or similitude of the truth, as near 
as they can, and this must go for the truth, 
and this they honour and bow before, as the 


will of God: and the respect and honour they || 


give to this meaning, is not a respect and 
honour given to God, but to their own 
image—their own idol.” Ibid. p. 12. 

“ A man may read the letter of Scripture 
diligently, and gather a large knowledge 
therefrom, and feed greedily thereon, but 
it is only the dead spirit which so feeds; 
but the soul underneath is lean, hungry, 
and unsatisfied, which when it awakes, it 
will feel.” Ibid. p. 86. 

Many and gross were the imputations of 


priests and professors, cast on the spiritual — 
followers of the Lamb in those days, for thus 
endeavouring to bring off the minds of the 
people from a false dependence on the let- 
ter of Scripture—from “broken cisterns,’”’ 
hewn out by their hireling teachers, to the 
light, grace, or spirit of God, in themselves. 
That abuse of the Scriptures the most te 
be deplored, and which has done the most 
injury to vital Christianity, has been, and 
continues to be, the exalting of them above 
their true place and merits—setting them 
up as the standard and primary rule of faith 
and practice, above and over the light of 
Christ in the soul, the. grand and universal 
guide and director, by and through which 
alone, these writings can be made subser- 
vient to any useful purpose; and by neglect- 
ing which, as many creeds and modes of 
faith have been introduced, as there were 
tongues at the building of Babel, and as 
much confusion created. Even at the pre- 
sent time, those who are labouring to ad- 
vance the cause of truth and righteousness 
in the earth, by showing the emptiness and 
futility of creeds, systems and theories of 
religion, founded on. the carnal wisdom of 
men—resting on such fallible evidence as— 
they gather out of books and commentaries, 
and cloaked in mystery—those who are call- 
ing the people from “the traditions of the 
elders,” to a practical righteousnesss, to a 
living faith, founded on the convictions of 
the understanding, produced by the evi- 
dence, the light, the witness for God in the 
heart—these are, in the present day, perse- 
cuted by the professors of various sects, and 
thus the remarks of the apostle apply to 
our own times—*“ But, as then, he that was 
born after the flesh, persecuted him that 
was born after the spirit, even so it is now.” 
(Gal. iv. 29.) 

We are told in the “Letter,” page 33, 
that “the Scriptures reveal many truths of 
the highest importance to us.” The follow- 
ing are some of them: “That in a day te 
come, the dead will be raised in a body in- 
corruptible.”—* John v. 28, 29.—1 Cor. xv.” 
From these texts has sprung the doctrine 
of a general resurrection of the dead bodies 
of all men at the end of the world, about 
which we find so much written in comments, 
creeds and catechisms, and concerning 
which, many theological heads have specr- 
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Tated, with but little profit to themselves or 
others. The Quakers, in their writings, 
have manifested a much greater concern fer 
the resurrection of the soul, in time present, 
“from dead works, to serve the living God,” 
than that of the body “in a day to come.” 
The former, they do indeed consider to be 
“a truth of the highest importance to us”— 
a spiritual resurrection, and the only one 
that has been “revealed” to them. This 
great work accomplished, they resign the 
tabernacle of clay to its kindred earth, with- 
eut anxicty—content to let the sentence be 
fulfilled—* Dust thou and unto dust 
shalt thou return.” As fir as I have ex- 
amined their writings, they have not accept- 
ed the texts quoted by the author, as hav- 
ing any relation to the bodies of men: to 
them, it is not a truth revealed by these 
Scriptures, that such a resurrection will take 
place “in a day to come.” 

* And Christ sayeth ‘I am the resurrec- 
tion and the life; he that believeth in me, 
though he were dead, yet shall he live’-— 
aiid ye make a great deal ado concerning 
with what bodies people shall be raised? 
and about the body of Christ; therefore, be 
satisfied with the apostle’s doctrine; for the 
apostle saith, ‘Some men will say, how are 
the dead raised, and with what bodies shall 
they come forth”) And therefore he saith, 
‘ Awake to live righteously, and sin not, 
for some have not the knowledge of God: I 
speak thistoyourshame.’ ” /0x’s Doctrinals, 
p- 466. 

That in consequence of Adam’s fall, man 
is “a fallen and depraved creature.” Pa. 34. 
This appears to be the opinion of the wri- 
ter. Adam, “yielding to the temptations 
of the devil, he fell from that image [moral 
similitude]—that now, being a fallen and de- 
praved creature,” &c. Here original sin is 
pretty clearly asserted. Now I cannot find 
that the Quakers ever believed that we were 
actually “depraved” by the fall of Adam. 
Fox says, in “ Gospel truths demonstrated,” 
p- 733, “* The compass, length and breadth 
of Satan’s empire and kingdom, and his 
work reacheth xo further than to and over 
those that pisoprx the grace, light, spirit, 
and truth, voice and command of the living 
God; and his Son Christ Jesus.” 


Barclay speaks of an “evil and corrupt: 


seed” transmitted from Adam, but says “it 


is not imputed to infants until they actually 


join wtth it: by which 1 understand him 


to mean, that though * evil and corrupt,” 
this seed does not ‘‘ deprave” the heart of 
man, until there is a growth in it. But this 
seed, or propensity to evil, must have exis 
edin Adam before-his fall, otherwise there 
would: have been nothing fer temptation to 
have acted on. It is not less impossible for 
an innocent person to become “ depraved,” 
without an “ evil seed” in him, or a propen- 
sity to evil, than it is for asinner to become 
righteous without the good seed, or a pro- 
pensity to good. It was this evil seed—this 
propensity to transgress—that constituted 
Adam a probationer. Against this, he had 
a war to maintain, and the weapons of his 
warfare were the same that Paul and his’ 
brethren used—“ spiritual’”—the seed of 
the woman’’—*“ Christ. within’: and had 
Adam used them as skilfully as this eminent 
apostle, he never would have fallen: but he 
was foiled, it would seem, in the first onset! 
None of his posterity have done worse than 
this; and hence it may be presumed, that 
this seed, of which Barclay speaks, is not 
more “corrupt” inus, than it was in Adam. 

If mankind be “ fallen and depraved” by 
the fall of Adam, as Gurney has stated, then 
infants must be in a “depraved” state— 
vitiated and corrupted. But such was not 
the doctrine of Christ—“ And they brought 
young children to him, that he should touch 
them, and his disciples rebuked, those that 
brought them. But when Jesus saw it, he 
was much displeased, and said unto them, 
‘ Suffer the little children to come unto me, 
and forbid them not: for of such is the king- 
dom of God,’—and he took them up in his 
arms, put his hands upon them, and blessed 
them.” . 

Thus did our Lord refute, in a most em- 
phatical manner, the absurd doctrine of ori- 
ginal sin, and with it the most absurd—the 
grossest imputation, that could be cast up- 
ona Being whe delighteth in goodness— 
whose attribute is rovse—and whose merey 
covereth the judgment seat to a han’s 
breadth! 

Our author proceeds, in the next place, 
to inquire, “ What is the doctrine of the 
Bible respecting our Lord and Saviour Je- 


sus Christ?” —“ We read in Scripture, [says 


he,] that he is the Werd—the Sen ef Ged 
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‘the Father Almighty—that in the begin- 
ning before the world was created, and 
from everlasting, he was with Ged.” 

In the above quotation is included an im- 
portant and essential part of the trinitarian 
scheme, viz. that the .Son is co-eternal with 
the Father. The expression * Son of God,” 
is brought in, so.as to convey the idea that 
he was “from everlasting,” and we are told, 
that this “ we read in Scripture”! We read 
that the “ Worp was in the beginning with 
God, and was God;” and respecting. the 
Son, we read “Tuts pax have I begotten 
thee:”? before “this day,’’ then, the Son 
could not have existed. How, therefore, is 


the Son “from everlasting’? Does not a 


Son suppose a pre-existing ‘father? How, 
then, can the Son be co-eternal with the Fa- 
ther? But the idea is contrary both to Scrip- 
ture, and right reason—* A darker doctrine, 
(says a profound writer) I do not remember 
to have read of.” 


The “Word,” is “the power of God, and | and was “ made in all things like unto his 


the wisdom of God,” and inseparable from | 


him, and hence “from everlasting.”” The 
Son was a creation, a being “ begotten” — 
an effect of that power. Every effect must 


: follow its cause, and every cause must be 


antecedent. to the effect. According to our 
author’s doctrine, we may substitute the Son 
for the Word, thus: “In the beginning was 
the Son, and the Son was with God, and the 
Son was God”—but no sentence can be 
framed, presenting a greater absurdity than 
this. From all which, it is manifest, that 
the terms “Word” and “ Son,” are far from 
being synonimous: and if the term Son be 
sometimes used in Scripture, in such a 
sense, that the term “ Word” can be sub- 
stituted, it must be considered as having a 
reference only to his divinity; or to the 
“power of God, and the wisdom of God,” 
manifested in, by, and through Him. If it 
be not so, why then we must, with Gurney, 
adopt the trinitarian scheme, that there is a 
distinction in the divine nature—that the Son 
is co-eternal with the Father, and conse- 
quently a distinct person, or a distinct some- 
thing! : 

There is no other way of reconciling one 
part of Scripture with another, than by admit- 
ing this distinction between the “ Word” and 
the “Son.” Thus our Saviour saith in one 
place—“I and my Father are gne;” and in 


another place, “ My Father is greater than 1.” 
Again he says, “ Why callest thou me good? 
there is none good but one, that is God’ — 
but at another time he says, “If ye had 
known me, ye should have known my J’ather 
also.”’” In these places, he speaks of him- 
self in the two-fold character of the efernal 
Word, and the “begotten Son.” 


As the eternal Word, he is stiled in Scrip- 
ture, “God”—*“ The Everlasting Father”’— 
“Jehovah our righteousness”—“the mighty 
God”’—* the true God” the great God” 
and “God overall,” by whom “all things 
were created that are in heaven, and that 
are inearth.” As the “begotten Son,” he 
saith, “JI am the vine, my Father is the Hus- 
bandman”—*“TI can do nothing without my 
Father.”” AsaSon he prayed, “If it be 


possible let this cup pass from me.” Asa 


Son, he “kept his Father’s commandments 
—learnt obedience by the things which he 
suffered” grew in wisdom and stature,” 


brethren:” and like every other Son of God, 
he was begotten “by the overshadowing of 
the Holy Ghost;” but he is emphatically 
called the “only begotten,” because it 
“pleased the Father that in him all fulness 
should dwell,” and therefore He gave “the 
Spirit. without measure unto him.”. 

Who then ts the Saviour, properly speak- 
ing? I answer, the “ Word”—*“ Christ 
within” —* Deus loquens”—“ the only wise 
God, our Saviour,” (Jude)—“the Everlast- 
ing Father”—*“the Spirit of Truth”—“ God 
manifest in thé flesh.” ‘*I am the Lord, 
beside me there is no Saviour.” Jsaiah. “A 
just God and a Saviour, there is none beside 
me.” Jb. **The Saviour of Israel in time 
of trouble.” J%. It is in the character of a 
Saviour, that God has ever manifested him- 
self to the children of men:—to Adam, to 
Abel, to Enoch. In this character, He 
strove with the old world—revealed Him- 
self to Abram, to Isaac, to Jacob, and te 
Moses—and was “the Saviour of Israel in 
times of trouble.” In this capacity, He, “at 
sundry times, and in divers manners, spake 
in time past unto the fathers, by the pro- 
phets, and in these last days sx H1s Sow.’ 


Thus between the strict and entire unity 
of God, and the doctrine of the Trinity, 
there is no middle ground to rest or to buil8 
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en. The idol of Athanasius has been dress- 
ed up jn various ways, to suit the taste of 
its worshippers: Ist, As three distinct per- 
sons, entirely equal and independent on 
each other, yet constituting one Being.— 
2d. As three distinct, eternal spirits, or dis- 
tinct, intelligent hypostases, each haying 
his own distinct intelligent nature, yet uni- 
ted in perfect harmony, consent, affection, 
and mutual self-consciousness. 3d. In God, 
es the Fountain of the Deity, but commu- 
nicating all his divine nature to the Son; and 
the Son in like manner to the Holy Ghost; 
and thus the Father and the Son are left 
withoutany! 4th. As one self-cxistent, and 
two dependent beings. Sth. In the distine- 
tion being only modal. 6th. As one supreie 
God, dwelling in the human nature of Christ, 
and which human nature existed the first of 
all creatures. 7th, and lastly—as our au- 
thor has it, viz. “2 distinction in the divine 
nature,’ which being in general terms, 
leaves us at liberty to adopt any of the fore- 
going hypotheses, and to apply any names 
we please, provided the distinction be pre- 
served. 


On the whole, ‘the Trinity of Gurney is 
Hable to all the objections, in fact, which 
attach to the doctrine, as generally receiv- 
ed. In vain does he attempt to lop off the 
most offensive excrescences: when stript of 
the mask put on it, it stalks forth in all its 
original deformity. Ifthere be a distinction 
in the divine nature, then the Father must 
have something in his nature, distinct 
from the Son, and incommunicable—the 
Son, something distinct from the Father, 
and so of the Holy Spirit; and thus the 
Deity is made to consist of parts; which is 
wholly irreconcilable with a perfect oneness. 
The words distinct somethings, therefore, 
substituted for “separate persons,” does not 
alter the case. 


Moreever, this distinction in the divine 
nature, must consist either in something that 
is finite, or infinite; and as the author speaks 
of three, which he distinguishes by the names 
of “Creator, Redeemer, and Comforter,” 
that are distinct in something; then the 
Deity must be composed of three distinct 
something's, each of which. must have some- 
thing, either finite, or infinite, which the 
ether two have not: and thus, I think, the 


- 


doctrine of Gurney carries us quite as far, 
if not further, towards a tritheism, than that 
which declares the Godhead to be “one in 
substance,” but “three in person.” 
The doctrine of the Trinity, therefore, 
whatever name or form it may be made to 
assume—whether presented under the ap- 
pellation of “separate pefsons,” or cloaked 
in more obscure, or less definite expressions, 
is, in every shape in which it can be consid- 
ered, contrary to Scripture, and abhorrent 
to right reason—involving the plainest con- 
tradictions and the grossest absurdities.—~ 
We are told; however, that it is a mystery, 
“placed far beyond the reach of our limited 
comprehension.” Why then offer it to us 
as an essential article of our faith, seeing 
that “secret things belong unto the Lord our 


God, and things that’ are revealed, belong 


unto ws, and to our children forever, that 
we may do all the works of the law.”’ (Deut. 
Xxix. 29.) 

We are told by an eminent apostle te 
“prove all things,’’ in order that we may on- 
ly “hold fast to that which is good; and 
another apostle advises to “be ready always 
to give an answer to every man that asketh 
you a reason of the hope that is in you.” 
But no sooner does the honest inquirer at- 
tempt to “prove” the matter in question, 
than, like the initiated in the Eleusinian 
mysteries, he finds himself involved in 
Egyptian darkness; nor does he experience, 
in arly stage of his progress of research for 
“a reason of the hope,” a dissipation of the 
gloom. In the former case, persons were 
initiated by a probation of five years; but 
how the trinitafians are inducted into the 
ane of Athanasius, no one can tell; for 
like the worshippers of Ceres, they come 
forth with sealed lips, save the cry of “ mys- 
tery,” and the appalling language, “ Procut 
O! procul esto profani!”’* B- 


FOR THE BEREAN. 


I observe in the “ Circular,” a Trinitariag 
paper published in Wilmington, some Re- 
‘marks on a Letter from Elias Hicks to Dr. 
N. Shoemaker,” by a writer over the signa- 


| ture of Theophilus. We are by no means 


| * “Retire! far hence retire, ye profane!” 
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surprized at the illiberal sentiments of this 
writer; the character of the paper in which 
they appear is a sufficient apology for his 
Remarks.” It was originally a plant ofa 
narrow sectarian character, and, as might 
have been expected, has been remarkable 
for its uncharitable fruits. 

He begins by telling his readers that he 
is “authorized to conclude that this most 
dangerous, because most popular man, holds 
unworthy and degrading views of the holy 
Scriptures—denies the fall of man—the di- 
vinity of Christ—the reality of his propitia- 
tion for the sins of the world—and propa- 
gates other doctrines, subversive of the ve- 
vy foundation of Christianity—in other words, 
he is an Unitarian.” 

Now what are we to think of the charac- 
ter of this writer, who at the very time he 
would make us believe that he was con- 
cerned for the interests of that religion 
which teaches ‘‘not to bear false witness 
against a neighbor,” has, in one short para- 
graph, made five charges against E. Hicks, 
notone of whichis truc! | 

It is not my intention to enter into a dis- 
cussion of these charges—to fill the columns 
of the Berean with a controversy which is 
now in abler hands—but in a brief manner to 
shew that the difference which subsists be- 
tween E. Hicks and those who oppose him, 
does not arise from any disregard on his 
part to the doctrines of the old and new 
Testaments—not from any disbelief of their 
authenticity, but from a different mode of 
understanding them. 

The ground then of this difference is pre- 
cisely the same on which all the sects in 
Christendom differ from eachother. Qhey 
all claim Scripture authority for their re- 
spective doctrines and opinions: So does 
Elias Hicks! 

. put their own constructions on the text: So 
does Elias Hicks! They all suppose they 
have discovered the genuine meaning of 
the Scripture writers: So does Elias Hicks! 
—What ground then, has this writer for 
charging Elias Hicks with holding “ un- 
worthy and degrading views of the holy 
Scriptures”? Not any better than Elias 
Hicks has for charging him and his Trinita- 
rian brethren, with holding degrading views 
of the same writings!—irrational notions of 
the Divine nature! 


They all take the liberty to’ 


That Elias Hicks *‘ denies the fall of man,” 
is a bare unsupported assertion, and wholly 
untrue. Headmits that Adam and Eve by 
disobedience fell from their holy, innocent, 
paradisical state—and he also admits that 
every son and daughter of the primogenitors 
of mankind, who disobey the commands of 
a holy God, fallin the same way. He ad- 
mits that ‘‘in Adam all dic;’’ that is in sin 
or disobedience, every transgressor falls, as 
Adam did, from the favour of God into the 
death of sm; from which he cannot recover 
himself, but must be, and is, wholly indebt- 
ed for restoration to “ the Second Adam, the 
Lord from heaven, the quickening Spirit” 
—in other words to Curist, whois “ God 
manifestin the flesh,”—*‘to the only wise 
God our Saviour.” 


That he denies the divinity of Christ,” 
is equally untrue. No man more fully ac- 
knowledges it. He not only admits that 
Christ did come in the flesh, and in that 
manifestation performed those “ mighty 
works” recorded of him; but that “ Christ zs 
comein the flegh””—according to that excel- 
lent testimony, 1 John, iv. 2. “ Every spirit 
that confesseth that Jesus Christ is come in 
the flesh, is of God”—and according to the 
testimony of the Apostle Paul, that Christ 
is “the Wisdom of God, and the power of 
God;’”’ is ** God manifest in the flesh.” 


Now no plainer confession to the divinity 
of Christ can possibly be made, than this is. 
If Cunist is “ God manifest in the flesh,” 
then is Christ Gov—and, if Gon is divine, 
which the opposers of Elias Hicks will not 
I presume deny, then Curisr is divtne—and 
then, here is a full and unequivocal acknow- 
ledgment to the divinity of Christ. 


And this is plain Scripture doctrine—ea- 
sily understood; stript indeed of the absur- 
dities and mysteries of the Athanasian 
scheme, but sanctioned by the experience 
of every true Christian. “That which may 
be known of God,” said the Apostle, ‘‘is 
manifest in man, for God hath shewed it un- 
to him”’—and that which is not known of 
God, by his own manifestation in the soul, is 
no knowledge of God—it,is a mere opinion 
or notion ef iim, derived from books or men 
—and is of no value to its possessor—no 
more than a-notion of light is to the man 
born blind! 
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The next charge against Elias Hicks, is 
that “he denies the reality of Christ’s pro- 
pitiation for the sins of the world”! A 
charge without the least foundation, and 
most obviously false. Nothing can more ex- 
actly express the views of E. Hicks, on the 


nature of Christ’s propitiatory office, than | 


the text of the apostle, “And he [Christ] 
is the propitiation for our sins, and not for 
ours only, but also for the sins of the whole 
world.” But here lies the difference be- 
tween E. Hicks and his opponents: The lat- 
ter contend that the propitiation has been ef- 
feeted by what Christ did, during li appear- 
ance in the flesh, near two thousand years 
ago! The former contends, in the language 
ef the apostle, that “he is the propitiation” 
—that he is now the propitiation—that at 
this very moment, Christ, in every obedient 
and faithful soul, is doing his propitiatory | 
work—is reconciling us to God—destroying 
the enmity—and, by his sanctifying power, 
bringing us into union with the divine na- 
ture. 

And this also is plain Scripture doctrine. 
It is found true in the experience of every liv- 
ing member of Christ. We need not run to 
books, for.a proof of it—it needs no learned 
comment to illustrate it—it requires no 
priest to explain it!—and indeed this is one 
of the greatest objections to it. It is too 
simple to please the metaphysical taste of the 
theologian—it is too practical to meet the 
approbation of the ¢ieor’st—and finally, it is 
too mortifying to corrupted human nature to | 
be embraced by those who. hate the cross of | 
Christ. 

The last charge against Elias Hicks in 
the passage I have quoted, is of a general 
nature. It is that “he propagates other 
doctrines subversive of the very foundation 
of Christianity.”” It is easy to make general 
charges. The present one is bare assertion— 
mere ipse dixit; and merits no: other reply, 
than a bare denial. Jt ts fulse. 

But what is “the foundation of Christi- 
anity”? Is it the Athanasian creed? Is it 
Tritheism? Is it the doctrine of three per- 
sons in one God? By our author’s dislike of 
Unitarianism, we may fairly presume he 
does not relish the doctrine of an undivided 
Deity. His God is compounded—made up 
of three persons! One of them becomes offend- 


ed, another tries to appease him, and offers | 


to die for this purpose. Now this scheme 
involves absurdities! It supposes that God 
is a being like ourselves—changeable in his 
nature—at one time wrathful, at another 
merctful:—whereas, in plain Scripture lan- 
guage, “he is God, and changeth not”—the 
“same to-day, yesterday, and forever.”— 
* God is love” —* God is light, and in him 
is no darkness at all’’—one changeless foun- 
tain of Love and Light. The darkness is 
in us—the wrath is im man; and this dark- 
ness and this wrath must be removed from 
the soul, by the introduction of Light and 
Love—and this is the great purpose of 
Christ’s. coming—‘*I am come that they 
might have life.” ‘He that dwelleth in 
love, dwelleth in God and Godin him.” In 
this happy state, we come to know the Gos- 
pel propitiation—the real Christian atone- 
ment—the cleansing blood of Christ:—For 
‘**if ye walk in the light, as Gop is in the 
light, ye have fellowship one with another, 
and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son, clean- 
seth you from all sin.” 

Our author, after makjng five false charges 
against Elias Hicks, comes to the following 
conclusion: “ He is an Unitarian.” 

An Unitarian, in the most extensive 
sense of the term, is any one who believes 
in one God—one eternal, holy, infinite 


spirit—one undivided, uncompounded Deity! 


Oh! what a dangerous belief is this! How 
“subversive of the very foundation of Chris- 


tianity”! (The author ought to have said, 


of Trituersm! )—*‘ Christians ought to ab- 
hor this doctrine’”’—“ When a Church ceases 
to contend earnestly for Tritarism, which 
was the “faith once delivered to the saints” 
—when Christians bid a man “ God speed,” 
who does not bring with him the doctrine 


of three Gods—when a man preaches any. 
other Gospel than that of Athanasius—he™ 


must be corrupt indeed!!! 

“We are glad therefore,”’ says Theophi- 
lus, “to see the testimony of Anna Braith- 
waite, Ann Shipley and Joseph Whitall, 


against such awful corruptions and misrep-. 
In other werds, © 


resentations of the truth.” 
“We are glad therefore to see Anna Braith- 
waite, Ann Shipley and Joseph Whitall, 
receding from genuine Quakerism, and ap- 
proaching the reformed churches”—we are 
glad to see them embracing the Trinitarian 
scheme!!! PENN. 
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AN MINISTRY. 


BEREAM 


WILMINGTON. 


= 


TUESDAY, December 7th, 1824. 


BIGOTRY & INTOLERANCE. 


*¢ And the shape of the locusts were like } 


unto scorpions prepared for battle.” —Hev. 


There are, we believe, no features which 
more clearly identify the Beast,—none that 
display him to greater advantage, than bigot- 
ry and intolerance. There was a time when 
he could put on this dressyand even stain it 
with the blood of the saints, and yet be hail- 
ed by the priest-ridden multitude as an an- 
gel of light; but those days, as it respects 
this country at least, have gone by, and we 
hope forever. Here he has found it ne- 
cessary for a long period to ** mine his way” 
in other and “more questionable shapes;” 
wherein he has sometimes almost deceived 
‘*even the very elect;” yet, as **no one is 
always wise,” sothe beast seems to be di- 
vested, at times, even of his own peculiar 
attribute, the wisdom of the serpent; and to 
stalk forth fearlessly, and clank his chains, 
thus giving us almost a full-length portrait 
of what he was ‘‘in olden time,” and of 
what he would be again, if divested of his 
fetters; and we frankly acknowledge that 
we are always better pleased with this sort 
of an exhibition of him, than any other. . For, 
as he is an unwearied enemy, and is always 
going about “seeking whom he may de- 
vour,”’ we had much rather encounter him 
in the character of a ‘‘ roaring lion,” de- 
prived of teeth and talons, than in that of a 
wolf in sheep’s cloathing, or other disguise. 

These reflections have been prompted by 
looking over some of the periodical publi- 
cations of the present day, extracts from 
which have been occasionally inserted in 
the Berean. The following, taken from an 
address of a Presbyterian minister* to “the 
Society of Friends,” are good specimens to 
illustrate the above remarks: 

“Between youand us there is a great gulf 


* “Paul’s” letter, published in the Chris- 
tian Repository, 1822. 


| fixed, which forever forbids our union in 


this world, if not in the next”—“ Until you 

give more satisfactory evidence that you are 

really on the side of Christ, and the Gospe} 

—faithful watchmen on the walls of Zion, 
will keep you at a distance, and regard 
you as enemies of Christ and his cause.” 
‘* The searcher of hearts is my witness, that 
my soul weeps over the souls you are ruin- 
ing, by keeping them in ignorance of the 
only true God, and the salvation of Christ.” 
‘* A difference from your brethren of other 
denominations on this point, [the 7'rinity} 
will foréffer separate you from their com. 
munion, and exc/ude you, in their estimation, 
the visible church of Christ, and the number 
of the worshippers of the only true God.” 


AN EDUCATED MINISTRY. 


“Men unacquainted with theology are 
unable to exert that religious and moral in- 
fluence, which it belongs to the ministry te 
exert”—*“ The influence of such illiterate 
men is totally incompetent to arrest human 
depravity”—*‘ Illiterate men have never 
been the chosen instruments of God te 
build up his cause.”—Lyman Beecher. 

** Lay preaching has a tendency to pro- 
duce the most erroneous notions”—*“ A man 
who urges his spiritual call to preach, when 
destitute of human learning [not educated 
for the pinoy) isa funatic, and is to be 
avoided as isturber of the Church of 
Christ.”"—Presbyt. Mag. 

order to attain this emi- 
nence, so becoming an ambassador of hea- 
ven, anda minister of the Most High God, 
he must pass through all the Seminaries of 
Education, from the rudimental school to 
the University, and devote year after year 
to the attainment of pulpit eloquence, and 
the acquisition of theological knowledge.” 
—De Witt Clinton’s address to the Ed. Soe’y. 


We are are not surprised that interested 
hirelings should hold forth the foregoing 
language, although in defiance of both his- 
tory and experience, to maintain a trade 
‘by which they have their gain.” The 
pulpit once thrown open to “laymen,” and 
their occupation is gone! As it respects the 
last quotation, little need be added to what 
was said in a former number of this paper. 
The author of the address has since been 
raised to the highest office in the gift of the 
people of New York, by a majority, we be- 
¥icve, wholly unexpected even by his friends. 
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An address, it is certain, better timed, and 
better suited to gain over a powerful body, 
could not have been contrived: nor from the 
sentiments contained in it, could the speak- 
er have assumed a character more at variance 
with that, in which he had been previously 
viewed by the Society which he addressed! 


Still, all these circumstances may have been | 


the result of mere accident; and we ought 
not, perhaps, to impeach the motives of Go- 

vernor Clinton. There are other ways in 

which his procedure may be accounted for. 

it sometimes happens that men, even at his 

advanced age, become suddenly and seriously 

impressed—their opinions as to religion, un- 
dergo a surprising change. In this state of 
mind, the Candidate may have been induced 
thus to step forward, with clean hands— 
without one sordid view, in aid of the 
great work of making 700,000 ministers to 
Christianize the world! and although cir- 
cumstances were calculated to excite violent 
suspicions, and such as would have deterred 
one of more prudence and less zeal; yet it 
is Still possible to conceive that, impelled by 
the most powerful feelings of imperious, 
conscientious duty, eyen this obstacle would 
be overcome. We must confess, however, 
that there is one difficulty, which has pre- 
sented itself to us in admitting the view 
which we have just taken, and which to 
some may prove conclusive against our hy- 
pothesis, and that is, that the ‘‘ powerful 
mind” of De Witt Clinton—a mind well vers- 
ed in,history—free to think—untrammeled 
by one sectarian feeling—capable of taking 
abroad view of things—that such a mind 
_ should have overlooked the well known his- 
torical fact, that ‘*a great part of mankind 
had been converted to,the Gospel by the 
ministry of WEAK ANDEBITERATE MEN*— 
should have so easily got over the existing 
fact, so obvious to all, that those religious 
sects, who are at this moment the most suc- 
cessful in reforming the morals, and “ ar- 
resting human depravity,” have few or no 
** educated’? ministers amongst them.—That 
such a mind with all these advantages with- 
in its grasp, and capable of appreciating all 
these facts should have so readily fallen in 
avith the views of Dr. Griffin and his cleri- 
cal brethren, that the grace of Ged, has now 


-* Mosheim, Vol. 1, page 114. 


so far lost its virtue, as to be wholly incom- 
petent to make a /ayman a minister of the 
Gospel without the aid of the “ Universi- 
ty’?!!!—-Hoe opus—hic labor est. 


To the Editors of the Berean. 


In the essay which you kindly inserted 

for me in your last number, I promised to 

furnish you with a few extracts from the 

writings of Penn and Whitehead: “ B.” has 

particularly attended to the “Light and 
Life of Christ within” by G. Whitchead; I 

shall therefore commence with quotations 
from that. 

The controversy treated of in this essay, 
appears to have arisen from an assertion 

made by William Burnet ‘that obedience 
to the spirit was no cause, either of Justifi- 
cation or Sanctification,’ see p.14. Tothis 
G. W. replies very fully; contending that it 
was ‘contrary to the doctrine of the apos- 
tles, and to the case of Abraham, who was 
justified by works when he offered up Isaac,” 
&c. he then adds, ** But then if our obe- 
dience in this case must be whelly excluded, 
sno cause either of justification or sanctifi 

cation, how comes the suffering and blood of 
Christ, so often to be tendered and applied 
upon believing? Is believing no part of the 
creature’s obedience”? p, 14.’ 

William Burnet says ‘*I do believe that 
our justification comes in by ng other way, 
or means, or name under heaven, but by 
Jesus Christ,” which is so far true, (says G. 
W.) but he further adds, “ and that by shed- 
ding of that blood, and offering of that sac- 
rifice upon the cross—and that our justifica- 
tion is the real cause of our sanctification.” 
p- 15. 

Here it willbe seen that W. B. made the 
outward sacrifice the sole cause of both justi- 
fication and sanctification: to which G. 
W. replied, *ifso, and that our obedience be 
not any cause thereof, then are all men ina 
justified state for whom he (viz. Christ) 


is confessed by this our opposer and others 
of them; from which state, men’s not obey- 
ing can be no hinderance, if their obedience 
constitute nothing to it, or be no cause of 
either justification or sanctification; so then 


their believing or not believing can neither 


died; and he was offered and died for all; as. 
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further or hinder, by this account.”? Again 
in p. 39, “ As to that against Wm. Smith, 
touching Christ in us, offering up himself 
a living sacrifice; to that Wm. Burnet says, 
“ Then in vain did our dear Lord suffer that 
cursed death upon'the cross.” Reply: (by 
G. W.) “ This is a false inference, for his 
fulfilling the righteousness of the law with- 
in, does not make void his abolishing and 
taking away the shadows of the law without, 
but rather brings to know the effects of his 
_ obedience and suffering, and the testimony 
thereof to be fulfilled within. As also his 
offering is of further extent than that of the 
outward; for he made his soul an offering for 
sin, and he is the propitiation, not for our sins 
only, but for the sins of the whole world: 
‘mark, he ts the propitiation, in the present 
time: and seeing there remained no more a 
sacrifice for them that wilfully sinned, there- 
fore there does remain a sacrifice for them 
that do not wilfully sin, the true knowledge 
and living sense of which (as Christ does 
fulfil the law inwardly) appeaseth the wrath 
and condemnation of it, and raises hope in 


_ that soul that has known and lain under the 


sentence of death within itself.” 

Page 46, Geo. Whitehead says, “ And 
‘ yet we know that Christ, the one offering, 
the living sacrifice; and the blood of the cov- 
enant which cleanseth them that walk in the 
light, is stillin being, and was throughout 
allages. Andhe is said to be a Lamb slain 
from the foundation of the world, and made 
his grave with the wicked, and with the 
rich in his death, &c.; and that his sufferings 
did all testify for God, his love and good will: 
though being reconciled through his death, we 
are saved by his life; which life is hid from 
all them that deny his work within, andthe 
effect of his obedience to be inward and 
spiritual, and plead that God embraces the 
offender, denying perfection in this life, 
which is the tendency of much of Wm. Bur- 
net’s doctrine.” 

From the quotations here given, it will 
appear I apprehend, that the object of G. 
W. was not to prove that the sufferings and 
death of our blessed Lord, have no part in 
the salvation of man; but that a reliance up- 
on them alone, without yielding obedience 
to the inward operation of the measure of 


dangerous doctrine. This view will be 
confirmed by the following extracts: Jour- 
nal, Lond. Edit. 1725, p. 14. Giving an ac. 
count of his Christian progress, he says— 
** By whose (viz. Christ’s) light and teach- 
ing, I came livingly to believe, understand 
and receive, those doctrines and principles 
essential to a Christian life and salvation, viz, 
First. God’s free love in his dear son Jesus 
Christ, and his universal grace in him: and 
that Christ died for all men that were dead 
in their sins; he gave himself a ransom for all, 
for a testimony in due time of God’s free 
lave to mankind in general; for ’twas by 
the grace of God that Christ tasted death for 
every man; so that the free grace and love 
of God to mankind, are testified and evident 
both in Christ’s dying for all men, and by his 
being the light of the werld.” FOX. 


(To BE CONTINUED IN OUR NEXT.) 


SELECTED. 


CHRISTENDOM IN 1750. 


“I have sometimes fancied to myself 
what a sensible Chinese would think of the 
gospel upon reading it, in what manner he 
would conceive it would be preached, and 
what consequences he would expect from 
that preaching. ‘Here,’ he would say, ‘is 
the most meck and benevolent system that 
ever appeared in the world: a system, con- 
trived to root out the reughness, malifnity, 
and selfishness of human nature, to extin- 
guish or restrain all its sour passions, to de- 
stroy forever all the seeds of strife, anger, 
and war, and to make all men friends. Hap- 
py are they who sive thissystem! more 
happy they hom it is continually 
preached and inculcated! Here is no pre- 
tence for divisions, at least for quarrelling 
about them. Here all the pomp and tyran- 
ny, affected by men over men, are expressly 
forbid, and love even to our enemies is 
strictly enjoined. This is admirable! With- 
out doubt, it is from God. The divine Be- 
ing, in pity to the ill-natured, jarring and 
tempestuous world, has here offered them a 
divine calm, and restored them toa state of 
perfection and innocence, by giving them 


the spirit of Christ Jesus in the soul, was a , these celestial rules for bearing and forbear- 
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ing all manner of evils; would I could be a 
witness of the happy state of Christendom.’ 

“J have fancied this same Chinese in Chris- 
tendom; and first in Rome, the centre of 
Christendom, the residence of his holiness, 
and the seat of all abominations, poisonings, 
assassinations, unnatural lust, pride, ambi- 
tion, divisions, tyranny, luxury, poverty, 
and oppression. There he sees an old friar 
who calls himself the vicar of the meek Je- 
sus, covered with all the ensigns of savage 
tyranny, supporting his monstrous and mot- 
ly domination, with dark intrigues, and ev- 
ery pious and worldly fraud; holding his 
own subjects under severe fetters and famine, 
scattering every where fire-brands, and the 
spirit of slaughter and war amongst Chiris- 
tians; animating sovereigns against their 
people, the people against their sovercigns; 
and giving his apostolic benediction to -hu- 
man rage and malice. 

‘‘The Chinese asks if his holiness be a 
Christian according to the gospel’? Yes, he 
is answered, he is what he is from the gos- 
pel; and all that he does is forit. The Chi- 
nese blesses himself, and the more Chris- 
tian spirit of geod old Confucius.. He is just 
ready to return to China again, to a happier 
people, and more virtuous Paganism: but 
meets with a Protestant, who tells him, that 
all the wickedness which he finds at Rome, 
is the abuse of religion, and the natural ef- 
fects of the Pope’s lying pretensions and 
usurpations; and begs him to visit Protest- 
ant countrics, which abhor the Pope,'and all 
his doings. 

“The Chinese ravished to hear that the 
Gospel does not fare every where alike, 
and in hopes of beholding societies of men, 
who are Christians according to the Gospel, 
travels through part of the empire, where he 
finds Lutherans and Calvinists, headed by 
their guides, at mortalenmity. They both 
believe the Gospel, but rail at one another 
out of it, hate one another for it, and are on- 
ly restrained by their Princes from contend- 
ing even to blood about words which are 
notinit. In Denmark and Sweden he finds 
the Lutherans still fiercer, and suffering no 
sort nor name of Christianity amongst them 
but their own, and treating all others with 
the highest pitch of fury and ignorance. 


“The Chinese, who thinks the Lutheran #{ blessing and protection of the mereiful law 


Popes as little justifiable as the Popish Pope, 
since they alike set up for spiritual domin- 
ion, which the Gospel gives to no man up- 
on earth, does once more praise old Confu- 
cius; and resolved to find, -if he can, the 
spirit of Christianity in some Christian coun- 
try, sails away for Great Britain, and lands 
in Scotland, There he beholds a rigid gr. 
vity in the countenance of the Kirk; she 
affects great sanctity, has an eminent con- 
ceit of her own righteousness, but finds 
righteousness no where else. She has a 
very strong stomach for dominion, butsweet- 
ens it with a soft name, and calls it discip- 
line, which she exercises with little tender- 
ness upon such as offend her, or gainsay 
her; and towards all other churches and 
opinions, her looks are sour and: unforgiv- 
ing. She talks much of the Lord, and con- 
tends that nothing is to be done by any man 
without God’s grace moving inhim. But 
for all that, if you want that grace, of which 
she is judge, or if you do not learn it from 
her, and submit implicitly to her, though 
she be not the giver of grace, you will find 
that she asserts a claim, as well as his holi- 
ness, to chastise wrong faith and obstinacy; 
for though the Pope, being the man of sin, 
has no such right, yet she who is the daugh- 
ter of Zion, is entitled to it. 


“‘ The Chinese cries, that here is much loud 
and warm zeal, very long prayers, a world 
of bitterness, but no charity. In England, 
says he, there is more knowledge and free- 
dom: I will try England. In it he finds 
great and free liberty of conscience, and re- 
joices in it, but sees those who should be 
most for it, most implacable against it. He 
sees churchmen nobly provided for, but 
many of them not satisfied; on the contrary, 
claiming ten times more, and wildly sup- 
porting those claims by the gospel, and by 
the example of cheating and usurping Po- 
pish monks; sees them railing at private 
censcience, damning all that have it, and 
calling for the temporal sword to destroy 
them. He sces great part of the dissenters, 
who, after much suffering, enjoy this pre- 
cious liberty, not contented with it, nor 
mended by their sufferings, but setting up 
for this same anti-christian spiritual domina- 
tion, and taking as far as they can, the 
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from one another. The Chinese applauds 


the wisdom, gentleness, and Christian spir- , 


it of the legislature, and finds the chief hu- 
man security for the gospel in an act of Par- 
‘Fiament, by which every man has the natu- 
ral.and Christian privilege to read, under- 
“stand, andapply it his own way. ‘ This,’ 
says he, ‘is Christianity according to the 
gospel, which, by observation, Ifind can 
only subsist where all sorts. of consciences, 
the wise and the weak, are entirely unmo- 
lested, where no sort of power is exercised 
over the soul, and where every man under- 
stands and interprets with security the words 
of Christ, and of Paul, as he judges Christ 
and Paul meant them. No two things, not 
heaven and hell, not good and evil, are more 
opposite than force and faith. The one is 
from the good God, the other only from the 


worst passions of the worst men.’ ” 


In youth’s, in manhood’s golden hours, 
Loves, friendships, strew the way 

With April’s earliest, sweetest flowers, 
And all the bloom of May; 

And when old age, with wintry hand, 
Has frosted o’er the head, 

Virtue’s fair fruits survive the blast, 
When all besides are fled; 

-And faith, with pure unwavering eye, 

} Gan pierce the gather’d gloom, 

And smile upon the spoiler’s rage, 
And live beyond the tomb. 


Be ours then Virtue’s deathless charm, 
And Faith's untiring flight; 

Then shall we rise from death’s dark sleep. 
To worlds of cloudless light. 


Hope’s vivid beams the fancy cheers, 
As down the slope of ills we stray, 


SELECTED FOR THE BEREAN. 


LIFES LITTLE LINES. 


** Noting ere they pass away, 
The little lines of yesterday.” 


Life’s “little lines,’”’ how short, how feint, 
_ How fast they fade away; 

Its highest hopes, its brightest joys, 

'. Are compassed in a day. 


Youth’s bright and mild and morning light, 
Its sunshine and its showers, 
Its hopes and fears, its loves and tears, 
Its heedless happy hours: 
And manhvod’s high and brighten’d noon, 
Its honors, dangers, cares, 
‘The parent’s pains, the parent’s joys, 
_ The parent’s anxious prayers, 
Fade in old age’s evening ray, 
The twilight of the mind; 
Then sink in death’s long dreamless night, 
And leave no ray behind. 


Yet though so changing and so brief, 
Our life’s eventful page, 
‘It has its charms for every grief, 


Its joy forevery age. 
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Smiles through the wilderness of teary, 
The sunshine of a brighter day. 


Or, with a pale and softer light, 
When age has silvered o’er the hairs, 


Sheds her mild lustre through the night, 
| ‘And opes Elysium to our cares. 
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